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dear Comlii$sioner!,-
As ,the Chat eperson.ot ,the State Advisory COuncil,for Adult. and

. CoMmunity Education, it is my pleasure. to submit to you for your
consideration the attached; "Floridp _Coninunity Education Attitude'
Survey." ,. ,,,

, -.. . .

In general, the surveyed community leaders indicted positive atti-
tudes and perceptions concerning local community education endeavors.
Also, they tended to support the goals of community education.

. ,

it ii 'hoped tiie results of this. repOri Iiill provide valuable info-r'- ---
Oation to be useid;in planning' as we advance the community education : ..
concept in. Floridk-dOittng the 198est

1 will be pleased' to discuss thi,,s report with you at your -convenience-:

Y onne Burkholz, Chairperson
slate Advisory Council' for Adult and
Community Education, , -
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ABSTRACT

In the summer of 1979 the.Florida State Advisory Council on Adult,
and Community Education voted to seek authorilltion to undertake a state-
wide study to determine the attitudes and perceptions of poliCy leaders
toward.community education. The study was implemented in cooperation
with the Florida State Department of Education, Adult and Community
Education Section.

The findings indicate that those who responded to the survey ques-
tionnaire generally support the-goals of community education. More
specifically, 644 percent of 330 respondents agreed or strongly agreed
that the mission of the schools is not limited to serving only the needs
of youth but should reflect service td the entireicommunity. Over 75 per-
cent were in favor of expanding the prNams available to include leisure,
vocational and educational classes for adults and to offer more activities
for youth. S6enty-six percent feltthat school facilities ought to be
available to the community for expanding accessibility and availability of
services. The strongest support indicated by respondents (85.3 percent)
was for community participation in the design and implementation of pro-
grams and activities. Finally, interagency coordination was supported
by 70.1 percent of the respondents.

The Advisory Council further wished to determine the relationship
between respondents' levels of information about community education and
their attitudes. Selected suriiFTtems asked respondents to identify the
level at which their schools were meeting,the needs of youth, adults and
the community in general. Respondents were also asked to indicate their
level of knowledge about Community education. Responses to these items
were correlated with respondents' attitudes. Although both attitudes
toward and knowledge about community education were high, no strong re-
lationship was shown between these two variables-:

4

Related to this was a desire to determine Whethetthese attitudes
and perceptions toward community education differed significantly ac-
cording to selected demographic and personal characteristics, including
sex, agg, position, years in position, formal education, type of con-
stituency, and region. Results showed that the flormal education level
of respondents was most highly correlated withsZheir attftudes toward
cornity education.

The recbmmendations presented in this report are based upon cbn- .

clusions reached by the Advisory Council atthe culmination of the
study. These' recommendations will be considered by the Council in
focusing efforts,toward expanding the scope and awareness of community'
education throughout the State of Florida.

Ts



PURPOSE

'As defined in the Florida Community Education Act (Section 228.071,-
1 Florida Statutes),. community education means:

"The process in which a.school or other public or available
facility is utilized as a community center operated in 4

conjunction with educational, recreational, socials-civic,
cultural, healthland other publiC, private, and geprnmental
orgaizations add agencies to provide educational;Wecreational,
social, health, and.pommunity services for persons of all ages
in the community in accordance with the neOds, interests and
concernsof that community. Community education includes, but
is not limitedtb, maximum utilization of human, physical, and
financial- resources of a community in providing learning experi-
ences and services for community members of all ages, systematic
involvement of representative community members in the identifi-
cation of needs and community involvement in suggesting or
implementing organizational structures to meet theVe identified

40 needs, and inter-..agency coordinati6n and cooperation."

At both the state level and the lOcal school disttict level there are
close ties between community education and adult education. In Florida,
community and adult education enhance each other's mission and exhibit a'
high degree of coordination. The'third partner in this' cooperative en- -

deavor is the public school, systein which provides leadership, facilities,
structure and support. In this arrangement each group benefits, .

and more efficiently meets the needs of Florida's citizens.

Community. education is a dynamic and expanding process ,throughout the
state. In order to strengthen and support this momentum, it is important
to develop and maintain a cooperative working relationship with local
policy makers and opinion leaders. In addition, it is necessary to under-
stand and build upon their attitudes and perceptions in encouraging them
to help forge effective community education programs in their communities.

Accordingly, a survey was undertaken by the Florida State Advisory'
Council on Adult and Community Education in conjunction with the Florida
Department of Education, Adult and Communfty'Education Section. The pur-
pose of the survey was to measure the attitudes and perceptions of policy
leaderS who influence_ community education throughout the state. For the
most part, these persons included city and county commissioners, mayors,
legislators, school superintendents,school board members, and PTA
officials.

The purpose of the'Survey was three-fold:

(1) tOidetermine respondents'.attitudes toward and inforMation about
various dimensions of community education;

(2) to determine if any relationship.exists between respondents'
leVels of knowledge about community_ education and their
attitudes;

2
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(3) to'determine if any information and attitude differences
exist among various types of policy- e (city and county

. commissioners, mayors, legislatokr.school uperintendents
school board members and PTA officials.)

.The survey instrument was organized into three sections. Each

section ,addressed a specific area of interest:

To what extent shouldpublic schools assume community education
functions?

2. To what extent are public schools assuming.community education
functions?

3. What leve) of knowjedge dorespondents have about community
. 'education?

4. Whatare the demographic and personalcharacteristics of the
respondents?-

11,
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DESIGN

I .

This survey was designed to determine the attitudes and perceptions
of a selicted population of policy leaderutoward community education
throughout the state of Florida. Particurancencern was ,given to the-,
selection of the sample in order to tap perceptions with respect to
commonly accepted dimensions of community ,education.

. , i
The instrument was dittributed to: .city and county commissioners,

mayors, legislators, school superintendents, school board members and
PTA officials. A copy of the instrument is attached as Appendix A.

The survey instrument used was modejed after a similar study
conducted...by the Virginia Community Education Advisory Council,
incorporating several modifications suggested by the team which ..

designed the Florida survey. This team consisted of members of
thel6tate.Advisory Codncil on Adult and Community Education, staff
membdr$ of the Department'of-Education including the Adult and
Cpmmunity Education Section and the Management-Information Services

Section.

In late August and early September: 1979, 1,470 copieeof the.
instrument weredistributed with the cooperation and assistance of
a number of organizations. Mailing lists\wereprovided by the
Florida League of Cities, the Association bf County Commissioners, .

the School Board Association, and the Department of education. The
Florida Congress of Parents and Teachers (PTA) handled the distribution
of the survey to their leaders included in -the study.

. During this same period, a similar survey was being conducted in the
Northwest region of Florida by an individual conducting doctoral research.
The samples`were adjusted to avoid a duplicate mailing to these individuals..

.

t?

With exteption.of the PTA sub-group, copies of the instruJ
ment were distributed to the entire population of each group to be
surveyed. In the case of the PTA a sample of 300 was randomly
selected from the total population of 900. . 1 %

.

Based'on stqndard statistical proceduies, the likelihood that'.
the responsesof this sample would differ significantly from the
responses of the total([ was less than5 percent (p. 05).

. The following ulation identifies the numbers and percentages
of responses in relation to the sample populatioq.

.) 4 .1
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#. TABLE 1,,

Position,

Sample.

Population

Number Percent

Responses

Number 'Percent of 4
Responders 41 ** .

City Commissioner/Mayor 393 26.7 76

County Commissioner 285 / 19.3 25

.Legislature 160--/ 10.1 3B

School Board Member 279 19.0 . 83

Superintendent 53 4..6 15

PTA official 300r 20.4. .35

Others* 58
,

470 100,0% 330

23.0
7.6
11.5

25.2
4.6

10.6
18.0

16.0%

* In certain instances responses were submitted by staff members associated
with those policy leaders to whaihe survey was sent.

*4! Percent is based on total responses (330)

V

Reference to Figures 2-0 iff-A00-indix B reveals the distribution
of the330 responses with respect to selected-characteristics. The
majority of respOndents are Male (67.6 percent). Over 50 percent
are in the 30-50 years age'range. City Commissioners and
school board members each represent' approximately one-quarter of the
respondents' positions. 'Nearly two-thirds of all respondents have
been in heir positions; from one to five years. k The majority indicated
that thOir formal level ofreducation included more than four years of
college, while only four respondents out of 330 (1.2 percent) reported
less. than a high school education. More than AO percent of all ,respond-
ents identified 4heir type of constituency as king "small city or town."
Most of those who returned 'the questionnaire were residents of Regions
4 and 5.

.?

The typical respondent can be describ
commissioner or,a school board member from
4 or 5, 30-50 years of age, who has been
five years and hat more than fouryearS f calla

s

being Other a male city
11 city/town in Region
position from one to
e.'
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It should be noted that this survey constituted an exploratory
field study and, as such, had certain limitations. Responses from

_which conclusions were drawn wer0 self-selected, meaning thatnly .
those who chose to respond did so. There may, therefore, have been
some form of uncontrolled bias in the results, No attempts,wer(mdde
for followKt responses.' *

The data collected was self-report data. This means the data
were subject to' contamination by such factors as individual motiva-
tions, perceptions add interpretation orthe survey items. As noted
in the unstructured.comments submitted by some respondents, the
questions were at times ambiguous.

Information on the demographic and persOnal characteristics
was not collected on the total sample population. Therefore, it 6 .

is not possible to generalize conclusions from the622 percent response
rate.to the larger population. -

.
i .

. . ,

In spite of these'copsiderations the studyl et its objectives of
surveying policy leaderulthrougficot the statdoidlorder to determine
their attitudes and perceptions tiirird community education. The

data collected form a valuable ba t forLconsidering related areas'of
interest and concern. The data ba is bailable at the Forida
Department of Education? Adult and ommunity Education Section.

,FINDINGS

Sr

a.

1;he first consideiltion of the Advisory.Gouncl) was to identify
policy leaders' attitudes toward the dimensions of community education
in public schools. The survey items relating to this were clustkred
into five areas: (1)" mission of schools, (?) program content, /1)
use of acilities, (4)Nommunity participation, and .5) interagency
coordination. The results of the survey indicated dath0 in'general
respondents have a positive attitude toward schoolikfunctioning as
centers providing community'education types of service for the
populace. ApperOix C identifies the total number and percent pf
responses to each item. 'Appendix D identifles'these responses accord-
ing.to respondents' positions. it

The findings further revealed that over 50 percent of all
respondents perceive public schools in'their communities as meeting
community education needs. Tables identifying thapplponses ac-
cording to respondents' positions are found in AppeirOt E:

Ate. 4t
The majority of respondents, over 80 perce ,!4tiOcate moderate.

to high knowledge regarding 'community education goals,:community
edudation.in Florida.and in their local coMMunttfes. Tables

identifying these responses according to respondents' positions
are found in Appendix F.

6
.
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Thefindings of this exploratory study are presented as responses
to questions which relate to the purposes of the study.

.

-.,

Findinqe relating to reesondelte attitudes toward various dimensions of
commtemtu +causation

1, SHOULD COMMUNITY EDUCATION FUNCTIONS-BE -A PARTTF.PUBLICSCHOOLS?

A .4"
.44- .

6 -In general, respondents felt that most community education
functions should be,a part of the public schools.

- Over 75 perehnt-of respondents supported the. ideas that (1)
schools shoylq"coordinate their efforts with other community
agencies in joint support of educational activities and (2)
public schools should serve as.multipurpose community centers. .

- School 'superintendents -and PTA officials most highly agreed
that schools ought to be oriented toward the community educa-
tion goal of.sharing resources (facilities, staff, funds,

k referring persons to appropriate agencies for service and .

acting as community multipurpose centers:

.-The majority qf respondents disagreed that schootig should act
as information' centers in local problems.

t

2. IS THERE SUPPORT FOR EXPANDING THE SCHOOL CURRICULUM BEYaD THE
TRADITIONAL K-12 PROGRAM CONTENT?

.0/

-There waestrong support for expanding the school curriculum_
or children and including programs for adults,

f

Respondents indicated very strong support for'offering
adulttWqgrams in reading, job retraining,)eisure activities,
and home monomics.

T -Over 83' percent of respondents felt that the curriculum- for
elementary and secondary school students should include cul.-

1 rural .and -fine arts programs,

-The strongestupgort for expanding courses offered tiy public
schools beyond traditional programs came from m-schOol super,
intendents'and PTA officials,

, .

X

.13 *-
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3. DO COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS HAVE THE RIGHT TO USE SCHOOL FACILITIES?'

1

-All the respondents except school board members strongly supported'
the idea that community agenctes should make use of schoolsfacilities.
in order to strengthen, and expand availability of11 services to
the community.

'-The majority of all respondents agreedthat schools should be
Used throughout theyear. .

- There was less support forencouraging the use of school
. facilities at no charge to logal residents, particularly by

school . board Members and city ;commissioners.
,

4
/

4. !SHOULD tEMBERS OP THE COMMUNITY'BE INVOLVED IN EDUCATIONAL PROGRAM
pEVELOPMENT?

)'' -44
-.Overall, respondents indicated ihe'highest positive.attitudes of
the survey in this area of suppofting cbmmunity participation
.tn Abe. pulatc..schoolt4:
,

'- Over 93 percent, of all respondents highly supported involving
community members as resources in special programs and school
activities.

.- Over
*
50 percent of all respondents encouraged the idea of crest-.

'ing an advisory council for each school in order to help design
and develoeducational programs and activities for local schools.

1/ .?.. ....

5. TO WAATEXTENT SHOULD THERE BE COORDINATION BETWEEN SCHOOL AND OTHER
COMMUNITY AGENCIE3

- Respondents generally supported coordination of effajrts between

schools and local agencies.

- Over 80 percent ,of school,suArintendents and county commissioners
felt it was important to coo rate with other government agencies
to provide social or health servicessto elementary and secondary
school students.

- More than 70 percent of all respondents indicated that schools
should provide services to people over 18 when they were referred
by other agencies for educational activities.

The.majority of all respondents exceptschool board members

a

indicated sharing resources (facilities, staff, funds)
with othet.loc agencies for the purpose of addressing social
problems.

Thihigriest disagreement on ilacegency coordination came from
city commissioners/mayors.

8 14.
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Findings relating to respondents' perceptions as to whether schools ate
meetineineediikaude.,,

6. ARE SCHOOLS MEETING THE NEEDS OF CHILDREN?

-One hulked percent Of school superintendents agree that schools
are meitIng the needs of children.

-Over 50 percent of city commissioners/mayOrs, school board
members and PTA off1Is support this item.

;
County Commissioners and legislators indicated.ihat schools

were not meeting the needs of.children.

. 7. ARE SCHOOLS MEETING THE NEEDS OF ADULTS.?

- The strongest &greenlet on thin came .from school superintendents
(93.3 percent).. -

...
- Over SO percept df school board members, county
and PTA officials support the idei that schools are meeting
the needs of adu)ts.

40r
Less, then 50 percent of city commissioners/mayors and
legislators felt that schools were meeting these needs.

8. ARE SCHOOLS MEETING COMMUNITY NEEDS?

01
- Over 50 .percent of respondents.from each posittons...flassification
except city commissioners/mayors felt that public schools. in .

their communities are functioning as "community:schools."

Findings i,e4atina to respondents' Ze el of know
education include...

e about cbrrptun'

9! TO WHAT EXTEOT DO POLICY LEADERS INDICATE KNOWLEDGE-OF THE GOALS-
,

OF,COMMUNITY EDUCATION? .

. ,

- School board members ibdicated the highest knowledge of goals
of community education (58.6 percent).

- The majority of each population group Maimed a
high knowledge fl this area.

- Only 4.9 percent of_Aspondents..indicated a low
the goals of community educatibn.

9
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knowledge of
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10. HOW DO THEY RESPOND ABOUT. KNOWLEDGE Of COMMUNITY EDUCATION IN .

FLORIDA?

--A total 6f.84.2 percent of all respondents indicated a-moderate
to.high knowledge in this area. J

..

,- PTA officials responded,most frequently that their knowledge
of community education in Florida is low (22.9 percent)

- The highest knowledge was 1.41Gaied Oy 'school superintendents
(66.7 percent).

.

11 WHAT ABOUT POLICY LEADERS KNOWLEDGE OF LOCAL COMMUNITY EDUCATION
'PROGRAMS? t

- More-than 88 percent of all resp6dents feel that their
rogramljs either

moderate (46.7 percent) or highRt. ceftt791F-

- Superintend"t poihted-to the highest knowledge-in this
area. ir

- Both PTA officials and legislatoriindicated the lowest
knowledge of local community education programs (over
8 percent of each...group).

.

Findings retating to the:relationship between respondents' levet df
knowledge about community education and their attitudes...

, 12. ARE ATTITUDES TOWARD COMMUNITY EDUCATION RELATED TO LEVEL'OF
KNOWLEDGE ABOUT IT?

*v '1

.
0-

Statistical analysis ofthe responses revealed thaCthere 'is
no significant relationship between high, moderate. Or low

'knowledge about community education and respondents' attitudes ;,
toward community education.

." 1,
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.1.

RECOMMENDATIONS

.

.The overall results of this study indicate favorable and supportive
attitudes of those surveyed toward community education. However,. the .

study further ihowid that Florida's community education goals may be more
effectively met. Therefor, the State Advisory Council on Adult and .

Community;Educatfons recommends:.

i
1. that-thembe organized efforts'to increase awareness and

understanting of community education and it,goals among
policy leaders;

2. thit.there be an emphasis on increasing communication between
educators involved with community education andIthose policy.
leaders who have indicated supportive attitudes toward com-
,munity education;

4

3. that community educators include broad base commu nity
involvement in planning activities and enlist support of
superinten'dent's and PTA officials as those most in agree-
ment with community education typevf activities;

-------ar-----4-------41--that-support-te-10-the-necommendationiJOka.in the
1979 report of The Governor's Task Force on Community Schools

which calls for the development of a public awareness campaign
on cOmmunityoducation. It should be designed to:

a. Eliminate unnecessary' duplication of service.
. b. Capitalize .on existing resources.

c. Provide for more effective, efficient and immediate
client services,-

d. Eliminate inter-. and intra-governmental ri4alries.
_

.e. Improve: inter-Aanthintra-agency communi ation.
f. IdenyfY available funding sources.

5. that state and local community education practit ners 4.,

should proceed to fill the gap between existing praoXices
. and those which respondents perceive as exemplary practices.

6.' that'continued communication between the Advisory Council and
.;,,, . those surveyed be .fostered to discuss the results of this survey,

'..-0 establish inter-group linkages and map out a strategy wh'ereby
. changes iitcommunity education would be supported at state

and local leiiels,

ii .179
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To: Comainity Leaders * APPENDIX.A

Re: Stag Advisory Council on'Adult and Community Education Survey .

tieare :conducting a statewide survey concerning the tole of public schools in'Florida.

As an individual in a position of leadership you will contribute significantly to the success and accuracy of the.study
by responding to this bclef quescionnaice. Please take a few minuses co answer the questions below. When you have

finished, refold the form's* that the cecucn address is visible and mail- No postage is necessary.

4

*how rimer

.110 OINN./

'Thank you fa yout help.
.

hince111

rely,

1

Ralph Turlington
Coemissionet of Education

a
1

SECTION I. Below sre a numbet of stammer, s about public schools. Please indicate how IsipOTta0C you beIletre it is foe

public schools to engage in c followings actions by circling toe approptiate response at the right of each
stadent. Please do not gn this questlonnaice.

1 IS IMPORTANT FOR SChOOLS IN mY commilitri TO! 'Strongly Strongly No
'N . Disagree PisaRree ISM Agree . Poiniag
1. Otillas school buildings,thtoughoum the year. 1 2 3 4 S

..-

% 2. Participate is joint support (facilities, staff, funds)'of 4

educational activities with ocher agendas. -

3: Offer a proms co help adults improve their reading.

4. Expand learning chances by using other available coemunXty
facilities for educational, purposes.

'5. Provide such adult.edutation programs as job retraining,
'leisure time activities, and home economies.

6. Encourage the participation of Ali local residents in school accities.

7. Initiate civic projects where there currently are none. -

8. Involve community eembers as resources in ipecial program.

9. Provide service to people over 18 whet, another government agency
tears them fin; educational activities.

10. Offer cultural and fine arcs programs for adults. L.

1 2

2

3

3

4

4

S

S

1 3 4 5.
1 2 3 4 5

1 2 3 4 5

kl 2 3 . 4. 5

1 2 3 4 5

2 2 3 4 5

1

9

I_ A3 4 5

1 2 3 4 I :

1 2 3 4

1 2 3 4 .5

1 2 3 4 5

.1 2 3 4 5

1 2 3 4 5

2 3 4 5

1 2 3 4 5

1 2 3 4 5

1 2 4 5

11. Start and, if necessary, operate a service designed to refer students
sad other community'members co needed social and health services.

12. Have en advisory council for each school made up of local citizens co
help design educational programa and activiries for our community.

13. Encourage the use of school facilities ac no charge to local residents.

14. Cooperate vith'other government agencies co provide social or health
services co elementary'snd secondary school students.

.15. Serve as aulci- purpose community centers.i.
.

.

IS. Encourage the,use of school facilities by other. community agencies
in order co expand the aveilabilityof their services.

17. Share resources'(fecili4es, staff, funds) with other local agencies
for the purpose of addressing social ptoblems. 1

4. .

18. Offer programs to lo&l residents on such social problems as V.D.,
alcohollem, and,drukabuse.

19 Offer cultural laid fins area prdgrama co elementary and secondary
school students.

20. Acr as information centers on logal problems.

3.2 18



"SECTION a. Please use rho soma scale as in items 1-20 to respond to these questions about your Local schools;

StrAgly strongly No.
yisairee Dist/tee am Wail Opinion

21. The public schools in sly community are mooting the oducatiooal
need, of children. 2

22. *he public'schools in my community are mating the aducational
needs of :Oulu. 1 , 2

23. The public schools in my community are "community" schools. 1 2

Low

4 , S

i

3; I, 5

3 4 S

Moderato Binh
- :4. t would rate ay knowledge about the goals of community education as 1 A 3

zZ5: t would tete ?y knowledge of community education .n fIorida as: i ;f 2 3'

26. -t would rate my knowledge of currant comtunity education
programs in my arcs eel /

,

2 3

21. .The Last *social regarding community education 2 have read ie.

' . b..
SECTION 3. The questions is this section are designed to provide

.

informatioa a pop/Auto* *sing surveyed.
Plus* circle the appropriate respooso. e

28. Presently t am serving as a: 1).City Commissioner 34. The region of the State i Lie in is:

2) County Commissioaar 3) Lagislator 4) School Board
1

2

Member 5) Superintendent 6) PTA Official 7) Other 3
4

v.. "re'19. t have been ta my current position __years.

30. Thedomographic status of the majority of constituents le:

1) rural 2) small-city or town 3) suourban 4) urban

3i. My sex is: 1) male 2) female

No... 3

32. :00, age is:

/1) ender 30 2) 10-40 3) 41-50 4) 3L -60 5) over 30 1.
,..".

33. My'level of formal education is: 35. ?leap' use the space

1) less than high school graduate
below for any additional

2) high school graduate or CID
.....

3) tut, years of college

4) tour years of college
5) more than tmirrars of college

em
11<.1.401 11Irry.hone .0

5

'tease :Oaf= this survey by October 10, 479. ?old and staple the form so that the tOturn address below is visiblk.

, BUS

t
No perme sump necessary .f enall.d In me United Steen

Pause* wig Car paid by

.4 The State Advisory Council on Adult

and Community Education

The Capitol

Tallahassee, Florida 32301

LI 19

FIRST OAST

Pali Mo. 59



100

90

80

70

60

SO

40

.30
20

10

APPENDIX B
,1250.

' THE INFORMATION PRESIVIED HERE CHARACTERIZES THE

, RESPONDENTS ACCORDING TO SEVEN DESCRIPTORS: SEA

AGE, POSITION, YEARS IN POSITION. FORMAL. EDUCATION,

'TYPE OF CONSTITUENCY AND REDD*.

. '
1

-94

28..52

:ABLE 3: AGE../

.

92

30-41c. 41-50

WI. I 11134.

1

14'

250

Po

52

180

160

940

120

100

80

60

40

20

4

63.4E

76

13.02

36

0.92

51-60 Ovek
60

TAKE Si MRS IN POSITION

73

21.12

6-10

24
8 16 ,.

7.3%
11-1S Oyer No

. IS Response

TABLE 71 TYPE or CONSTITUENCY

200

ISO

100

50

100

90

so

223

67.62

TABLE 2: SEX

4

94

23.5% 13
3.92

I 1

Male Fends No Response

TABLE 4: POSITION

70

60

SO

40

30

12 , 20

11E7 , 10

No A 8 A
Response A -City Consissionst" -Coosty Coanissionst

C -Legislature D -School erd :Weber Superincendent.
.

B -No Response

200

180

A0

120

100

80

60

40

Small Staltur en shall
Tom

14

'4
TABLE 6: FOPN47. EDUCATION

4O

4 13
1.22 jt

Less Than Bish Gen 4 eeti , o
School Cellos. College

CA ol
Years Response

Rag

100

90

80

70

60

7so
41/

30

20 29

10 8.8E

1

TABLE 8: REGION

4.11111.

40

13.92

55

16.6%

70

2L

75

22 :82

2 3 S

41.111

55

16 . 7%

No
Response



.

VRESPONOENTS' PERCEPTIONS Of ;MAT
SCHOOLS SKOLD PROVIDE Alb

APPENDIX C

. , .

.!!..IS:I'4 A! SC7OVI.S

62E0N01.1

::8 '-3 DISAGREE
STRWGLY 1 ::o DP I=ON/

7.7!! AGREE I 10 b.1570%SE

15
t...31'

27

r.1.1)

13OM
43

(12.4)

4

;.2)

13

:3.9)

19

(7:3,)

17

(3.1)

19

1(3M

6 .

(1.8)

'

9.

X2.7)

2

(.6)

25
(7.0

14

X4.2)

.3

(1.5)

q-

(OM

11

(3.3)

.

12

(3.6)

16

(:.1)

12

-(9.6)

..

.

'

.

27

(3.1)

SI

(24.3)

4:

(13.3)

IIS

444.8)

14

(4.2)

38
(11.i)

37.

(17.2) -

61
(19:0)

63

---4114.4)--
.

.

26

(7.3)

,

32
(9.6)

.

16

(4.3)
.

93

.(28.1)

S7
'(1.7.2)

:4
(6.0)

.1

(1,2)

:6

(13.9) '

,

51 .

(15.0
.

31

(9.3)

AP
(20.9)

139

'(t2.1)

-.

128

(33.7)

1:9

(4.0

- 92
(27.3)

.

130

(39.3)

148

(64.6'

' .

14
,(44.3)

'145
(OM
130

4304)-

197

(42.3)

113

(34.4)

138

(41.8)

. .

110

(33.3)

149

(45.1)

112
(35.1)

104

(13.6)

1:3

(44.8)

132

(4.0)

157

(47.3)

142

(4).:9

4

123

(32.2)

.

'68

(2G.3)

'1.

4 :92

(30.3)

50

(13.1)

167

(30.6)

(11

(33.6)

68
(20.6).

73

,(22(73.

t96
423-.0--

_119

(36.0)

160

(44.4)

159

(48.1)

30

(14.2)

a9

(26.9) .

.

.

169

(51.2)

164

(41.6)

103 '

(31.2)

80
(24.2)

108

(32.7)

*

S3

(15.1;) ,

26

(7.3)

26
(7.3)

:1

(6.6)

32

(9.6)

15

(4.5)

20'

(6.0)

38

(21,Si

33

(CO)

18

---EL.Q.--
,

,

22

(6.6)

14

(44)
.

15

(4.0

' 22'

(6.6)

21

(6.3)

4

19

(5.7)

16

4 (6.3)

22

, (6.6)

.

3S

(10.6)

18

(3.1)
;-

'

.

. 34

(10.3)/

2. Parcicipace La.,Iolnt supper: (focal:les, scat!.
. Dods) of educsctonai sc.:Iv:ties vich ocher

ogensies.

11. Scare and. if accessary, oversee a ser.ice 4.-
signed :o cafe: scueencs and outer comma:Lary
mr-hers :o neadea social and noel= ,servicee,

15. Serve as multi-purpose communit7 cencets.

20. Ace as taformscion concept on local problems.
.

MOM =7= .

.

3. Offer e program :o tip eduics improve :hair
readiap

% al

5. Provide soca adult educscisn orograms LS !cob
recrainIng. //aura rims aeclvtries and oohs
imam:tics. ---i

4

7. tate:lace civic projects vnere :here cur- /

Maly SCS 000S.

10. Offer calcurel and flee sr:s arousals for
adul:s.

. .

18. Offer programs co :ovai iesidencs on.such
----nrairyfeentet av-r:21, sttonotuvr-trot

drug abuse. .

19. Offer calmest and :sae, arcs programs to sit-

=near, and secondary school scogeats. '

USE OP FACIE: I:I
d

S:

. .

1. Valise school buildings chroughouc .:he YSST.

4. Expetd learning chances by using other wail-
Ole cosmic' faeillties for oducactonel.
purposes.

.,
.

13. eneooro4o the use of school :se:Si:les ac no
charge :o LocaL cesidence.

16. Encourage 04 use of school fecilltaes by aih2r
,

community7 agencies is order co expend'Oe --

eve4Labili:v of Crisis derviass.
. .

C01:142:111 PARITC:PA72051 ,
,

.

6. Encourage the osrciclpecfon of ill Local reef-
deacs in $0444.4CLaViCiSS.

. Involve co=unicy =IMOSSS as fliii;USCSS In :

special programa. i .

12, !lava sn sd4lasr7 %ouncii for each school :ado
up of local cicimens'to help deeign,educscionsl
programmend accivicles for chi community.

ENTERACENCY COMM:ION; .
.

.

9. Provide service 0 pooplo ovet 18 /Oen snochor
Agency refers sham for oduepctonsl scayicise.

. . ..

14. Cogpersce vita ocher 4w/ermine sgeneleivco
provtle souls'. or march serviced co ilegen-.
can snd secondary schuol. ecuchois.

17. Share :642orogo tfooLticivi. scoff. funds)
vie' acmes local sednetoa for thrputvono

0/
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APPENDIX

PERCEPTIONS OF WHAT SCHOOLS SHOULD PROVIDE ACCORDING TO
RES 9NDENTS' POSITIONS'

Mission.of Schools

(Items: 2. il, 15. 20)

TOTAL FREQUENCY OF RESPONSBSSAMPLE POPULATION

,
.

:

Strongly
Disagree

-. -

Disagree Agree
Scrongry
Agree ,

No
Opinion

No. % No. % / .No 1 % AO. 7. .11* %
4

City Commissioner/Mayor 24 8.3 71 25.0 35 40.0 65 23.0 14 5.0

County Commissioner 3 3.0 , 24 24.2 33 '33.3 34 34.3 5 5.1

Legislatori 10 7.3 38 28.0 58 43%3 36 126.3 5 . 4.0

School Board Member 34 10.3 80 24.2 .127 " 49.0 78 .24:0 '11 3.3'

Superintendent 3 5.1 10 17.0 26 44.1 18 31.8' 2 3.4

PTA 0Cficihl 5 3.6
a

19 13.6 72 51,4 34 124.3 10 7.1.

Others 17' 8.0 25 12: or 78 36.3 78 36.3. 17. 8.0

School Stiff
...

i

City/County Staff

t . .

i

... ,....
-1.

3--
'. - .... a.

l,..

* No Responses 121 ., 9.2% .
.

1._

-4 4

SAMPLE ?OfULATION

Program.Content

{Items: 3. ST, 7'. 10, 18, 19)

TOTAL FREQUENCY OFRESPONSE$

Strongly
Disagree Disagree.

..-

"Agree
Strongly
Agree

NO.

vOpindon

No. % 'No. 7 146: f % No. % no. 7.

City Commissioner/Mayor

I

Counry Commissioner

Legislators

School Board Member

Superintendent

.. PTA Orricial

Others

School Staff
City/County Staff

21

9

8

27

1

1

11

5.9

.7.3

3.6

5 4

1,1

.5

4.1

1

76

'17

,34

73

9

'20

...

33

23'4

14.0'

15.2

1 5.0

10.1.

12.2

216

71.

93

211'.

46

94

122

..

.

60.3

57:3

42.4

43 0

51,7

10.0

45.2

106

39

76

).68

31

83

135

29.6

31.5

34,0

33.9

35.0

4C0
L.

50.0

.

.

12

13

10

17

2

9

23

3.3

10.5

4.5

3.4
.

2.2

4.3

9.0

_-----,--r-......
. M

* No Response 58 so 3% . se. .

.
.

.
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APPENDIX
(Continued)

SAMPLE POPULATION

Use of Facilicies

(Items: 1. 4. 13.'16)

TOTAL. FREQUENCY OF RESPONSES

Strongly
Disagree

City Commissioner/Mayor

County Commissioner

Legislators

School °art Member

.Supor tendonc

'PTA 0 finial'

Others

School Staff.
City/County Staff

12 .

0,

3

3

4.2

.7

8.0

2.1

2.3

'Disagree Agree'

No., 7 -No'. 7,

45 16.0 1E9. 65.0

12 12.0 33 33.0

21 ,14.3 60 41,0

72 22.0 97

13 22,0 20

14 10 0 69

21 9.8 82

Strongly
Agree

; *7
Opiiion

No. No. 7.

97

53

61

29.5 .106

33.3 22

49.3 49

38.1 100

34.0

53.0

41.5

32.2

37.0

,35.0

'4740

2

k'

6

2

5

7

2.0

2.0

3.0

2.0

3,3

3.6

3,3

.1
*-140 Kessiiiaittrifm-w.t:a 4

SAMPLE POPULATION

,
4

Community Participation'

(Items: 6, 8, 12)

TOTAL FREQUENCY OF RESPONSES

=F.

. y Strongly
' Disagree

.

Disagree Agree
Strongly
Agree

No .

Opinion

No. . 7 No . 7 Na. 7 No. 7. No. 7

City Commissipner/Mayar

Couhy Commissioner

Legislators'

School Board Member

Suporintondont
.

'PTA Official

Others

School Staff
City/County Staff

5

0'

1

7

0

2

2.3

-

.9

2.9

-

..2.0

1,9 ,

,

'..4...5

3

'11

21

6

4.

10

7.0

4.0

9.7

8.5

13.6

3.8
..

6.2

1114

h
50

99

1.7

33
.4

63

53.0

44.0

43.9

40.2

38.6

31.4

38.9

78

35

49

117

20
..

62

75

36.1

47.0

0.0'

47.6

45.5
-

59.0

46.3

4

4

3

2

1

4

11

..-f--

1.9

5.3

2.6

.8

2.3

3.8

6.8

.

* No Responses 28 .* 37- I .

17 23
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APPRENDIX D
(Continued)

SAMPLE POPULATION

Interagency Coordination

(teems: 9, 14, 17)

TOTAL FREQUENCX OP RESPONSES

t.
. Strongly
Disagree Disagree Agree

Strongly
Agree

No
#

Opinion

No'. 7. No. % -No. % No. 7 No.
-

City Commissioner/Mayor

County Commissioner

Legislators

- School Board Member
.

...

Superintendent
.

-12Ta-OfI icial '

Others -

'School Staff
'' City/County Stiff

a,

15

1.

7

23

1

4 .

9

7.0

1.3

6.4

9.2,

24 r
,,.

3.9 ''

5.6

52

7

17

-50

6

11

8

24.4

.9.3

15.6

20.1

14,0

10.1

/5:0,

103

40

44

105

25

' 53 ,

81

48.4

53.3

40.4

42.2

57.-0

51.5

50.3

35

24

15

60

.11

28

48

16.4

32.0

32.1

24.1

25.0

274

30.0

,8

3 .

6 *

11

1

8

15.

.

3.8

4.0

5.5

4,4

2.3

7.8

9.3

. .

.

- * No Responses is 35 = 3.57
.

.-

,

A`.

4 18

4
a

24

4

...1.32.s.,ssa,



APPENDIX E,

RESPONDENTS' PERCEPTIONS-AS TO W ETHER SCHQOLS ARE MEETING NEEDS

. , ,

.
-

. , .

SCHOOLS $t 1NG CHILDRESS' VMS

.

.. -Strongly

01 ogres

.. .

agree Agree
----,

go.

-
%

Stroftgli'
Agree

lo. S

10
Opinion

no.

I

J
'Total

t

6.97
4.0

2.7

A

-

-

5.7

No.

25

37

33

'IS

3,5

5

4

vo. t No I

City C01981;41060r/SayOr

County Commissioner

Legislator

School Seard Sommer

Superintendent

O.T.A. 'fficial

Others:

School Staff
City / County Staff

,

11

2

S

1

.

2

3

15.3

8.0

13.5

1,2

.

5.7

7.3

19

11

16

'9

_

11

20

26.4

44.0

43.2

10.8

-

31.4

37.7

31

11

12

,54

5

18

20

43.1

44.0

38.4

-65.1

33,0

S1.4

37.7

6

,3

19

10

4

7

. 8.3

.

11.1

22..9

61.0

11,4

i3.2

.

5

1

1

-

.

3

.

TOTAL FettQUENCI: 24 7.3 86 26.1 151 ' 45,8 49 14.9 10 1:0

GRANO TOTAL: 4 4

..
no Cocoons* 10 (3.0%) ,

.

720

33

P.704. I. 7, 1 P.

e

- ,.
SCHOOLS MEETING ADULTS' nEIDS

,

.

r

i

Strongly
Disagree

,

Disagree Agree
Strongly
Ave*

vo g

Oltilim TOW

40.
NO. %

'
NO:

44
1 lo.

.._
1 No. 3 40.

1
1 ,

City Cpooteeioner/Mayor

County Commissioner

legirlator

School Board 'labor

SUporintondent

P.T.A. Official

Others:

5cnool Staff .

C11Y/County Staff

,

3

1
4

2

-

3

2

4.2

4,0

10.11

2.4

-

8.8

3.8

24

5

14.

.18

.7

15

31.9

20.0

37.8

21.7

- .

20.6

28.3

,,

30

14

16

50

9

li

21

'..

41,7 5

56.0 J

43,2 2

60,2 8

50.0 5

52.9, 1

39.6 9

.

6.9

4

1;10

9.6

33.3

2.9

17.0

11

4 .

, 1

5

1

5

6

15.2

16.0

2.7

6.0

64
14,7

11.3

72

25.

37

83

15

34 '

53

TOTAL FREQUENCY 15 4,6 82 t4.9 158 47.9 31 0,4 33 10.0 319

MAO TOTAL
330

10 Response II (3.30

I__ .

I
9

19.26
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APPENDIX E
(Continued)

--- .
. .

.

SCNOOL5 MEETING COMMUNITY NEEOS
.

.,

.

.

ir0

Strongly
Disagree Oimmee f r e e

i Strongly
r

.

mp 1Total

00inioR .

No.S No. Re. 1 Ro, t: no.. I 7.

City Commissioner/Mew

County Commissioner

Legislator

School 8oard *ember ,

it Superintendent -

F.T.AOfficial

Others:

School jut!
City/County Staff ,

,
.

.
.

11

4

4

.

4

3

..

15.9

.

Ica'

5.0

-

11'4

6.4

.

22

,

9,

24

1

9
,

13

31.0

36

24.1

30.0

6,7

23.5
.

.

21.1

27

14

15

38

9'

20

,

20

...

.1

.38.0

66,0

,40.6

41.5

60.0

58.8

,

42.6

.

4

1

.5'

11

5

2

2

. .

.

.5.6

4.0

13.5

16.3

33.3

5.9
.

i

14.9

.

1

1

4

1

-

-4,

.

9.9

4.9

10.8,

10
.

46.5
.

11

25

31

80

15

34

4/
%

0
TOTAL FREQUENCY: ' 26 1.9 36 26.1 143 43.3 31 ; 11.2 14 5.2. 309

&RANO TOTAL 0 .
330

I I"
:.14.0PAP.Q.2.11.!..IL. tau4,12,_

s

F

6 P

I

"..11
010

.%.-

6

.16

20

26

10
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s APPEND F , '

_to . , .

RESPONDENTS LEVEL, OF KNOWLEDGE ABOUT COMMUNITY EDUCATION

R

.

.

I' 4Sr
. .

KNOiLi041°09idDALS Of COMMUNITY EIUCATION -.:::-._
.

o

.

-,.
. ,

-

-

,

LOW MOOERATE
. .

NIGH TOTAL
. ,

30.

3

..*-

2
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APPENDIX F
(Continued)
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APPENDIX G

RESPONDENTS' UNSTRUCTURED COMMENTS

i'4, ,
rysy_ltenrif allowed for any additional comments that respondents

.wished to make A total of 96 respondents from the following population
took advantageof this opportunity: ,26 City Commissioners/Mayors, 7
County Commistioners, 11 Legislators, 28 School Board Members, 5 Super-

. intendents, 9 PTA Officials, and 10 Others. .

4

s

a

The majority of the comments related to tvio particular topics: (1)
focus of schools on teaching basic subjects (identified by 27 respondents)
and, (2) increase of state funds to expand community education programs
(identifidd by 15 respondents)

1

Other general areas commented on listed in priority order, include:

(1), to provide more prbgrais to solve community problems and
meet the'community1s'desire for programi (7 comments);

(2) to support adult and community education through the corn-
munity colleges (5 comments);

(3) to avoid duplication.of services with existing social
service agencies .(4 comments);,

00 to improve the quality of prbgramming for loutn (4 pomments);

(5) to define the terms used in the questionnaire (3 comments); ,

(6) to use the ficilities for all community activities (3 comments);

(7) to provide more sk111 training in the schoOls (3 comments);

'.(8) to build more schools3 comments);

(9) to increase community involvement snii pride, thus decreasing
mandaliim in the schools (3 .comments)

(10) to offer more extracurricular programs for youth and less for ,

. adults (2 comments) ;
4 .'

(11) to chargeadults for, their participation in'educat;fonatOrograms
(1 comment); - .

.

(12j to decrease the administrative responsibilities of teachers
so they have more time for students (1 comment);

. .

(13)> to develop public relations so the community knows about the
good work the schools are doings(l comment).
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